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The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

January 21,1993

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.C.C. for adoption.

During the last five years we in the Radio Control Model hobby were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz.

llist of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this r~ason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive/therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
There is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz. away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial
frequencies not be adopted.



January 25. 1993

The Honorable Diannc FciJ~~ill' 'I ';'? r; 13: 06
United States Senme :.hJ ,_".I (... iJ

Washington. DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstcin :

I have been interested in aviation for some time now. To pursue my interests I took up the hobby of radio
controlled model Clircraft construction and flying. I belong to the local RIC modelers club and own several model
aircraft and radios. Due to the c:-:pense of this hobby I have a substaincial fimmcial investment in model aircraft,
kits, engines and tools.

I am ver)' concerned about the prollOsed rulc that is currcntl)' undcr consideration b)' the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The procecding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the new rule will
greatl)' reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for~/C modd use ~md :nc!"ea~e the :"::;l~ :;f
accidents and attendant liabilit)·,

Our radio-controllcd frequencics are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch opemtions. Howe\'cr, our radio cOlllrolled frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobil frequencies that we ha\'c becn ablc to share thc band without either of us interfering with each other,

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docl.:et 92-235 replaccs Part l)() of the rules with a new
Part 88. Part l)O aJlO\\s for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface modcls by keeping 10Khz spacing between fhed
commercial uscrs nnd frcquencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new PClrt 88 will allo\\' mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frcquencics a\'ailablc to us, eliminating safe usc of at lenst J I of the 50 channels on
the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircrnft) and 10 oflhe J() frequcncies on thc 75 MHz band (for RIC CMS and boats) no\\
used by hobbyists. In f:lcl. more channels \\illlikcl~ be nffcclcd.

When we opcrate our RIC models. wc go /0 great lengths to assure safety of the operators and bystanders and
the protection ofpropcrly. Many of our safcty prccautions im'O!\'c the carcful coordination and use of the radio
control frequcncies. Jf the number of usenble frequencies is diminished as proposed b~ the FCC. the remaining
frequencies \\ill become congested and [he margin of safety will bc greatly decreased

I don't think il is wise of the FCC 10 seck to e:-:pand the operation conditions of mobil radio users at the e:-:pense
of the radio-control modelers The FCC ma~ no! lhink \\e arc as impOl1<ll1l as business users of radio. but we have
a considerablc investment in our models and in our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved
from these detrimenlal FCC actions The hobby provides mallY hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancemen! and
u\:\t:iopmenl of Ihe commcrcial a\'la!lon Industry.

Please hclJllllc continue the SHre enjoyment of my p,lstime b) not H\lowing thc FCC to C,lJT)' out its
proposHI PR Dodiet 92-23:- for the 72-76 MHz bHnd. We HII need ~our help urgently because the FCC has a
deadline of February 26, ]993 after which it ilia) bccome more difficult to a',oid halting these proposHls
from going into effect.

Sincerely,





DAVID L SEILER
175 Alta Dr.

La Selva Beach, Ca. 95076
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Date:~ ';zi, 1'1'1.3
The Honorable o1'ane Feinstein
U. S. Senate Ofilce Bldg.
Washington. DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein,

I am very active In a local club whose members enjoy const~ting and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I personally own --k..- radios, --!f!:-R/C models and have a
workshop full of other products necessaIy to operating my models.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that 18 currently under consideration by the
Federal Communlcatlons Commission (FCC). The proceedlDg Ja PR Docket 92·235. Ifadopted
the new rule wID peatly reduce the uaabWty of frequencies currently uslp.ed for RIC model
use and Increase the r:Isk ofaccidents and attendant UabWty.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is pI1martly used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in thiS band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Maldng (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules
with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC atrcraft and surface models by keeping 10
Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies avai1able to us,
ellmtnating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC atrcraft) and
10 ofthe 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In
fact. more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models. we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
d1mtn1shed as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the
margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is WiSe of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile raio
users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radio. but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC
actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out
Ita proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz baDd. We an need your help urgently because
the FCC haa a deadline of February 26. 1993 after which it may become more dlfDcu1t to avoid
halting these propoeaJs from going Into eft'ect.

Sincerely.

Atb~;(~v



The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United states Senate
Washington DC 20510 n
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Dear Senator Feinstein, '

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commis
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al
lows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate o~ models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself.

I.1 I

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals into affect.

Sinderely



The Honorable Diane Feinstein
united states Senate
Washington DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein,

I am very concerhed about the proposed rule that is cur
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commis
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al
lows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by RiC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. I f the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.

Sincerely,

Ronald P. Bronson
President,
Conejo Valley Radio Control Modelers
Newbury Park, California



January 22nd, 1993
page 1 of 1

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
Unites States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein,

I fly model radio control sailplanes and the FCC is holding hearings on NPRM-PR
Docket 92-235 which will affect my hobby.

The AMA, Academy of Model Aeronautics, has informed me that new frequency
users (cellular telephone users) are going to be inserted between radio control
model users and commercial users. If this happens, this will result in interference
with our radio equipment which could cause accidents to property and/or the public.
This will also mean that all of our existing radio equipment must be redesigned, at a
cost upwards of several hundred dollars.

As a young, middle income father of two (soon to be three!), I am well aware of the
tax burden that has been, and will increasingly be, placed upon my income level and
generation. I accept that as my duty for the prosperity of my children, and as a United
States citizen. However, this small portion of NPRM-PR Docket 92-235 directly
threatens one of the few things I do for me - my hobby, radio control sailplanes.

Therefore, I request that you help save my hobby by ensuring that frequency sepa
ration on the 72 MHz and 75 MHz frequency bands be maintained as currently
administered per Part 95 of the Code of Federal Regulations.

I

Your fellow American,

1/U~ft-.{H'ri{l(f_~}
Michael H. McKelvey
20837 Felker Drive
Torrance, CA 90503-1804

cc: Mr. William Clinton, President
The Honorable Barbara Boxer, Senator
The Honorable Jane Harman, Congresswoman, District #36
The FCC
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Date: fku'/' A,t. 1ft!J
The Honorable Diane Feinstein
U. S. Senate Office Bldg.
Washington. DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein.

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I personally own 4- radios. ~R/C models and have a
workshop full of other products necessary to operating my models.

I am very concerned about the propoeed rule that ta currently under consideration by the
Federal Communication. Commllalon (FCC). The proceec!1DC Is PR Docket 92-235. II adopted
the new rule w1D peatly reduce the usllblllty of fJ'equenclei currently u.lpe4 for RIC model
use and Increase the rlIk of accl4entl and attendant IlabUlty.

,
Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However. our radio-control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules
with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC a1rcraft and surface models by keeping 10
Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
elimlnating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC a1rcraft) and
10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by

hobbyists.

In
fact. more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions inVolve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usablefrequencies is
dlminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the
margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of landmobile ralo
users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not thinkwe areas important
as business users of radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and 10 our
radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from thesedetrimental FCC

actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundredsof thousandsof people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation

industry.

Pleue help me continue the we euJoyment of my putlme by not aIJowiDg theFCC tocarry out
its propou1 PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MBz band. We an needyour help urgently because
the FCC baa a dea4Une of February 26. 1993 after which it may become more4lftlcu1t to avoid
halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely,



January 25, 1993

1601 Orchard Drive
Santa Ana Heights, CA 92707

The Honorable Dian~. ~ei~~teiB3
United States ~.it~(.9 '.II!O:
Washington, DC 20510

RE: Federal Communications Commission Notice of Proposed Rule Making
NPRM - PR Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

The above proposed rule would have a profound effect on the now
existing frequencies allocated to the control of model aircraft, also
called "Ric" frequencies. Ric standing for Radio Control as it applies,
in this case, to control of model aircraft. This proposal was developed
by the Mobile Land Service, and would amend the existing Part 95 of the
Code of Federal Regulation.

Without becoming too technical, the restructuring inserts two new
frequencies between those presently assigned for RiC modeling use and
commercial users. This means we could have a user, higher in radiated
power, transmitting only 2.5 kHz (2500 cycles per second) away from an
assigned Ric frequency. For instance, the channel now used for control
of model aircraft is channel 12, operating on an assigned freqpency of
72.030 MHz. The new inserts would be assigned to 72.0325 MHz, and
72.0375 MHz. These frequencies are "too close for comfort" for the
following reasons:

1. These new frequencies would be assigned to "mobile" units making it
practically impossible to know where they are at any time, and allow
the Ric hobbiest to land the plane safely to avoid interference.

I

2. Due to the higher power allowed to the mobile units, and regardless
of the quality of the Ric equipment used, the possible close proximity
of the mobile unit would cause severe interference and safety problems.

Any interference at all could cause a plane to crash, and further, the
crash would be completely uncontrolled. Since the modern model aircraft
of today can be as large as t the size of a real aircraft, and can
weigh as much as 50 pounds it is apparent that they are not the simple
stick and tissue paper planes of years ago. These planes can cause
severe damage, injury, and possible death if one hits a person.

To eliminate the existing assigned frequencys of the modeler could
cause the nullification of as much as $1500.00 worth of equipment per
individual. This could impact as many as 250,000 plus individuals.

It is with sincere hope that you will consider all the problems
this proposal can cause before you affirm the action of the Federal
Communications Commission.

ely,

:1- --/~.
ndall Wrisley

/
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To: The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

RE: FCC issuance o£ NPRM - PR Docket 92-235

40859 Cepe Drive
Fremont, CA 94539
January 25, 1993

I wish to bring this issue to your attention and ask £or your
help.

Many thousands o£ us use radio control modeling aa en enJoyable
sport and hobby. Also, many manu£acturers (both o£ radios and
those o£ related supplies) make a tax paying living supporting
this activity, but more importently there is a SAFETY ISSUE which
muat be addressed.

NPRM - PR Docket 92-235 proposes (through Part 88 o£ the Code o£
Federal Regulations) to give license to two new £requencies
BETWEEN each o£ the £requenciea presently used by modelers!

I
The Academy o£ Model Aeronautics has worked closely with the FCC
in establishing model aircra£t radio £requencies (now 50 in
number) spacing them so as to allow as many as possible £or our
uae but at the same time MAINTAINING SAFETY.

The proposed new £requencies will be designated as "mobile" so
that none o£ us will know when or where it is sa£e to £ly our
models. When the radio signal to an airplane is subJected to
inter£erence £rom another "too cloae" signal, control o£ the
model is almost always lost, resulting in an uncontrolled crashl

Present radio technology was developed to allow the narrow
spacing that we now use, while maintaining adequate spacing
between channels £or sa£ety - but will not be able to cope with
the proposed NARROWER spacing.

Please look into this matter and assist all o£ us "model builders
and £lyers" in our e££ort to stop this "intrusion".

Sincerely,

?4~..
~yne N esham



January 21 1 1993The Honorable Diane Feinstein
Unted States Senate
331 Hart Senate omce Building
washingtonl DCI 20510

Subject: FCC NPRM PR Docket 92·235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

Iam VYriting to requtStyourasslstance in the rejtctlon ortht subject proposal presently
bel'ore the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) ror adoption.

This proposal developed by the FCC Mobile Land Service is or greatconc~n to I'M
because the rrequency restructtrlng proposed in NPRM PR Docket 92-235, inserts two
new frequenciesl for Mobile U8e1 btt.'tYetn the 10Khz frequency spacing currently
assigned rormodellng and comt1"M)rcial users. Iamv~ opposed to thiS proposal.

Our radio-conlrol frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily us~d for
private land mobile dispatch operations. Howeverl our radlo-conlrol rrequencles in this
band are far enough apart from the Jand mobile rt'equencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use irttrferlng wth the other.

The addition orrrequtncies only 2.5 Khz a'rVay rrom the cllTentJy assigned frequencies
willI radoptedl render the $3500 or model radio equipment Iown worthless! It has only
been afew yearsl since the radio rrequency spacing VYaS deceased rrom 20Khz to 10Khz
in this band area. This action necesslated Ireplac~ my radio .qu~rt in order to
continue my model rlying without concern that my equipment would endangeor others!

Iam nowrttiredl and no longer~n atl'ord the replacement cost or the radio equipl'Mnt I
presently own. For mel this proposal would bring to an end the hObby I have enjoyed for
thilty years and render useless thousands or dollars "NOrth or model aircraft

The proposall radoptedl 'tVOuld not allow the operation or radio controlled mo~1 aircran:
wthoutendangering the livesl and property ofothet's; both nearby and faraway! T~
models Ifly are big, heaVYI fast, and expensive. Knowing this, I lake every precaution I
can to operate them in a safe mann«. To do otherwise could result in a tragic accident
involving proptrt,'1 or'tVOrse people. There is no precaution Ican take to pr~Yent a
accident caused by interference by a mobile radio, broadcasting perhaps miles away. on
a frequency only 2.5Khz a'rVay from my radio!

It is for the above reasons that Irecommend that the proposal In FCC, NPRM PR Dod<~t

92-235 to add fr9quenc~ b9lvv'Mn th9 m~1 and c~cial fr9quenc~s not b~
adopted.

All Radio-Control enthusiast urgently need your help now~cause tM FCC has a
deadline 01 February 26, 1993 atter which it may become more dllTicult to prev~nt

these proposals from going into effect.

LQ-~
2127 Rostmary Ct.
Hemetl Cal 92545
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Date: ~n. 22, 19?~

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
U. S. Senate Ofilce Bldg.
Washington. DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein,

J. E. NOHRDEN
116 Prospect Cou rt

Santa Cruz, Calif. 95065

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy construj;ting and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I personally own~ radios, _/'_'V_R/C models and have a
workshop full of other products necessaxy to operating my models.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that Is currently under conalderatlon by the
Federal Communication. Commlulon (1"CC). The proceedlng Is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted
the new rule wID ereatly reduce the uaabWty of frequencies currently uslgned for RIC model
use and Increase the risk of accidents and attendant UabUlty,

,

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72·76 MHz band. ThiS band is primar1ly used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequenCies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92·235 replaces Part 90 of the rules
with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft. and surface models by keeping 10
Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthuSiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequenCies available to us.
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and
10 of the 30 frequenCies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In
fact, more channels willl1kely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions inVolve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequenCies. If the number of usable frequenCies is
d1m1n1shed as proposed by the FCC. the rema1nJng frequencies will become congested and the
margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile raio
users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radio. but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC
actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safee~ent of my putlme by not alJowlDg the FCC to carty out
Itl propou1 PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We aD neecl your help urgently because
the FCC hu a deadllne of February 26. 1993 after which It may become more cW!lcu1t to avoid
halting these proposals from going Into effect.

Sincerely.



815 Goldenrod Court
Sunnyvale, California
Ja~uary 17, 1993

/Ii S: 39

94026

I am one of thousands of model airplane builders and fliers
with a vital concern for the safety and the continuance of our great
hobby, which includes many tax paying jobs in a million dollar
industry throughout our state and nation.

I am writing in regards to the Federal Communications
Commission notice of proposed rule making, PR Docket 92-235.

We sincerely ask for your help to resist this rule change
that will severely damage the radio control hobby. The rule change
will insert powerful radio frequencies so close to our assigned
operating frequencies that we will be subjected to loss of airplane
co~:trol without warning, resulting in an uncontrolable crash.

Present radio technology was developed to allow the
narrow frequency spacing that we now use, but will not be able
to cope with the narrower spacing.

Please look into this matter, and assist us in any way
you can to stop this intrusion.

I )
I

Very Sincerely, /11 ,/L;/Y

/
j,( /)~//?/~/

- , t'U"'.



The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

January 21,1993

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.C.C. for adoption.

During the last five years we in the Radio Control Model hobby were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 I(hz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
cbanging the spacing to 2.5 Khz"

Most of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The n~dels I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive,therefore I take evary precaution to operate them safely.
TI1ere is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by ffil0ther radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 I<hz. away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPffi1 PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial
fre~lencies not be adopted.

Sincerely
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The Honorable Dianne Feinstein

United states Senate

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein,

5834 Cahill Ave.

Tarzana, CA 91356

January 21, 1993

I strongly recommend that you vote "NO" on the FCC Notice of

Rule Making NPRM PR Docket 92-235.

The Proposa 1 , if approved wi 11 make mode 1 flying unsaf e, it

wi 11 advers el y af f ect hundreds of thousands of peop 1e, and the

model building industry will cease to exist in favor of the Mobile

Land Service.

Thank you in advanbe.

Very Truly Yours,

cc: Federal Communications Commission
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The Honorable Diane Feinstein
U. S. Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein,

I am very active in a local club whose members enJoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I personally own~ radios, /(J RIC models and have a
workshop full of other products necessary to operating my models.

I am very concerned about the propoeed rule that le currently under cOllllderatlon by the
Federal Communlcatlona Comml8alon (FCC). The proceecUng Is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted
the new rule wID areatly reduce the uaabWty of frequenciea currently aulped for RIC model
use and lncreue the risk of accidents and attendant IlabWty.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequenCies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
Without either use interfering With the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules
with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping 10
Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and
10 of the 30 frequenCies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In
fact. more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models. we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequenCies. If the number of usable frequenCies is
d1m1n1shed as proposed by the FCC, the rema.J.ntng frequencies will become congested and the
margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile raio
users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC
actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

P1eue help me continue the safe enJoyment ofmy putJme by not aDow1Dg the FCC to carry out
ita plopouJ PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band.. We all need your help urgentJ1' because
the FCC hu a deadllne of February 26. 1993 after which It may become more dlfflcu1t to avoid
halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely.

II
Mr.' Mrs.~ H. Morris

:"'~es01'
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I am a hobby retailer who sells many radios, radio-controlled models and related products in
my store, In addition, I sell train products, plastic model kits and other related hobby products.

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) is considering an action that has the potential to destroy my business and that of
thousands of other retailers nationwide like me. The proceeding is PR Docket 92·235. If
adopted the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RJe
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92·235 replaces Part 90 of the
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of
the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band tfor RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact,
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators
and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radio, but we have a considerable invesanent in our models and in our radio
equipment. It is a billion dollar industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions, The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue my business without interference by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We need your help urgently
because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more difficult
to avoid this economic mistake.

Sincerely,

~. CH40

521 Sinclair Frontage Road, Milpitas, CA 95035 • Tel (408) 942-9521-23 Fax (408) 942-9524
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January 22, 1993

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington D. C. 20510

I am very concerned about the proposed rule (pR Docket 92-235) under consideration by the
FCC. If adopted, the new rule will greatly reduce the use of frequencies currently assigned for
Radio Control model use and increase the accident risk and attendant liability.

I am involved with the sport ofRadio Control modeling and I am presently a member of the Santa
Clara County Model Aircraft Skypark, located at 10250 Monterey Road, Santa Clara County;
whose membership is several hundred adults.

In the beginning of 1991 we underwent costly changing of all our radio equipment to comply with
new FCC guidelines. I personally own 3 radio control systems.

Our RIC frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is also used for private land mobile
dispatch operations. However, our RIC frequencies are far enough apart from land mobile
frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with the other.

The Notice ofProposed Rule Making in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with Part
88 by reducing the 10KHz spacing between users to 2.5 KHz. This eliminates the safe use of at
least 31 of the 50 channels (RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 channels (RIC cars and boats) now
used by hobbyists. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the safety margin will be adversely affected.
When we operate our RIC models, we go to great effort to assure the safety of spectators,
operators and protection of property. Most of our safety procedures involve the proper use of
these channels to assure that no frequency interference causes any hazards.

We request fairness at the FCC, not favoritism towards business users. We have a considerable
investment in our equipment. It is a sizable industry within California and nationally.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to implement
its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72 - 76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently
because the FCC has a deadline of 2/26/93 for this proposal to be implemented.



The Honorable Diane Feinstein
u. S. senate Oftlce Bldg.
Washington. DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein.

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I personally own ..=i:-. radios. <e RIC models and have a
workshop full of other products necessary to operating my models.

I am very collcemed about the propoeecl rule that la Cv.rrelltly uncler co....deratloll by the
Federal CommUDleatl0l11 Ccmllal.loD (1'00). The pIOCeedlDC la PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted
the Dew rule wU1 areatl,y reduce the UMbfllty oI6equeDc1e1 CUl'l'eDtly aulped for RIC model
uae and Increue the risk ofacdclenta and atteDclaDtllabUlty.

,

Our radio-control frequenCies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is prtmarily used for
private land mobJle dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.
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The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senator
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

13182 Sutton Street
Cerritos, CA 90701
January 16, 1992

First, congratulations on your election. My wife and I voted for you, and
wish you a long and productive career in the Senate.

I am prompted to write, however, by a matter of personal concern, namely
F.e.e. NPRM PR Docket 92-235. This is a proposed rules change in the
F.e.C. regulations which would have a serious effect on my private and
professional life. Specifically" it would essentially wipe out the hobby of
Radio Control Modeling. The rules would affect aircraft, boats, cars, and
other machines such as robots controlled by radio, both for hobby and
industrial uses.

The new rules would place four new frequencies between RIC Model
frequencies and the existing Mobile and Fixed frequencies. The proposed
frequency drift standard would allow a new Mobile station to end up
exactly on "our" frequencies. This is NOT just a matter of buying more
expensive equipment to avoid near channel interference, it would become
impossible to operate safely. Model aircraft under control are safe, and
modelers take care to verify that they are not interfering with each other.
The situation would become unsafe if a Mobile user could drive by, or worse
yet park to watch the planes fly and then knock them out of the sky, all
perfectly legally. The models I fly are relatively small compared to most
current popular flying models; usually mine weigh two pounds or less, but
they can be flying at up to 100 mph. That much energy has the knock
down power similar to a .45 pistol bullet. Safe flying isn't something to be
taken lightly.

RIC Model aircraft are basically an enjoyable hobby which can be shared by
the whole family. My two teen-age boys James and Tom, my wife,
Jeannette, and I all enjoy the sport of RIC gliding. We spend happy
afternoons together at the flying site. This seems to me to be the sort of
pleasant, wholesome, family togetherness which is too much lacking in
modern society. Over the years we have accumulated about ten radios and
fifteen model aircraft. In addition, there are tools, supplies, workbenches,
etc. I would estimate the net worth of all this equipment is at least $7500.
This investment would be pretty well wiped out if we were not able to fly.

page 1



My boys have gained many valuable skills in modeling, and both are college
bound. I
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The Honorable D. Feinstein

United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Regarding: Federal Communication Commission
NPRM PR Docket 92-235

January 18, 1993

I am concerned about the Federal Communications Commission's (FCC) Notice of
Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) PR Docket 92-235 and its potential effect on the
safety of flying model aircraft and the cost to myself and the many other people
who fly various types of model aircraft in the United States.

My main concern has to do with model aircraft safety. Several years ago, model
aircraft were light-weight wood and covering with a somewhat inexpensive set of
radio gear in the aircraft. Also, many years ago, people would go out and fly in a
cornfield. Today, at least in the Radio Control sailplane world, a typical aircraft is
constructed of fiberglass, carbon fiber, kevlar, wood and various other materials
and I don't fly in a cornfield. I fly next to the Rose Bowl in Pasadena, California,
usually on Saturdays and Sundays, when there are about 700 people playing
soccer right next to where I am launching and flying my model sailplane. The
model airplane club I belong to has to share this field with various activities. Radio
interference, may cause a lose pf the aircraft as well as serious physical injury. We
have been lucky in the past in that no one has been injured due to a model aircraft
crash.

I hope that the NPRM under consideration will not be put into effect. That NPRM
would allow other higher-power, mobil, channel operations within 2.5kHz of the
channels being used for model aircraft, both mine and others.

A few short years ago the Radio Control frequencies and equipment regUlations
were modified due to something commonly called the 1991 FCC Regulations.
Those rules, while expanding the channels in use, required all of the modeling
community to purchase new radios. That cost, in my case was approximately
$1000. One hopes that I don't have to replace my existing equipment again soon
if the above Notice of Proposed Rule Making is put into effect.

While the general replacement cost of new equipment is of concern, another cost
might result if interference were experienced and the model aircraft either flew
away and was lost or if a serious crash occurred. The on-board radio gear for a
modern RC model sailplane, consists of a receiver, battery, and six servo motors.



The radio gear alone costs approximately $400. Costs of a basic model airplane is
typically $200, with a average cost probably approaching $500, and of course
models which cost thousands of dollars and take work-years to complete. Please
do not implement NPRM which could potentially cause the lose of model aircraft.

My concerns regarding this Docket are related to safety for those in the RC airplane
hobby, other people who may happen to be near-by, and potential costs to myself
and to other hobbyists like myself. Again, please do not implement NPRM 92-235.

Sincerely,

Frank B. Leppla
144 Lamour Drive
La Canada, CA 91011
KA6BDP



The Honorable Diane Feinstine
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Senator:
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W.K.Anderson
,_ • , I '. 1 )7059 Littlefield Dr.

: ; :. I Valencia, CA 91354

Jan. 20, 1993

I am writing to you today to express my concern about proposed rule making by the FCC, specifically,
NPRM PR Docket 92·235. A small portion of this proposed rule has the potential for significant adverse
impact on the large number of people that participate in radio control modeling. Part of the rule would
insert new commercial frequencies between the existing radio control frequencies.

The two primary impacts of the change are financial and safety related. From the safety standpoint the
impact is devastating, Current RC aircraft can weigh up to fifty pounds and travel at speeds exceeding
one-hundred fifty miles per hour. Safe operation requires reliable and clean communication links; an
interruption in communications can result in property damage, injury or death. The financial impact is
not as important as safety; it is however significant on an individual basis. The simplest of models and
equipment represent a several hundred dollar investment, the most elaborate run into the tens of
thousands. While two hundred dollars in not a great deal of money to many people, for the younger
members of the modeling community it represents many months of savings. One additional issue is that
the RC community has spent over the past few years' millions of dollars to upgrade to new frequency
spacing mandated in 1991, changing equipment again would pose an undue burden upon the RC
community. I

I appreciate any support that you can lend with this issue, Ideally the 72 and 75mhz modeling
frequencies will be left alone.

Very Truly Yours

4)~~~~


